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REMARKS 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-10, 26-29, 38, 40, 43 and 45- 
47. The Examiner, however, allowed claims 1 1-25, 30-37, 39, 41, 42, 44 and 48-50. 
Applicants thank the Examiner for the recognition of allowable subject matter in the 
present claims. By the present Response, Applicants amend claims 1, 26, 30, 34, 38, 40- 
43, and 45 to further clarify the claimed subject matter. These amendments include those 
discussed during the interview summarized below and several additional amendments 
that correct clerical issues. Upon entry of the amendments, claims 1-50 will remain 
pending in the present patent application. Applicants respectfully request reconsideration 
of the above-referenced application in view of the foregoing amendments and the 
following remarks. 

Interview Summary 

Applicants thank the Examiner for his participation in a telephonic interview with 
the undersigned representative on June 5, 2006. In this interview, the claims of the 
present patent application and the sole outstanding rejection articulated in the Office 
Action mailed May 16, 2006, were discussed. Particularly, during the interview, 
Applicants' representative and the Examiner discussed amendments to claims 1, 26, 38, 
40, 43, and 45 that more particularly point out and distinctly claim certain subject matter 
which Applicants regard as their invention. Further, the parties agreed upon minor 
amendments of the preambles of claims 40-42. By the present Response, claims 1, 26, 
38 5 40-43, and 45 have been amended in the discussed manner. For the reasons discussed 
during the interview and summarized below, independent claims 1, 26, 38, 40, 43, and 
45, and their respective dependent claims, are believed to be in condition for allowance. 

Rejections Under 35 U.S.C. § 101 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected claims 1-10, 26-29, 38, 40, 43, and 
45-47 under 35 U.S.C. § 101 as directed to non-statutory subject matter. While 
Applicants do not necessarily agree with this rejection, Applicants have amended the 
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claims as set forth above. In view of these amendments, Applicants believe this rejection 
to be moot. Particularly, the amended claims clearly recite a practical application of a 
mathematical calculation that produces a useful, concrete, and tangible result. See State 



(Fed. Cir. 1998); In re AlappaU 31 U.S.P.Q.2d 1545, 1557 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 
Consequently, Applicants respectfully request reconsideration of the amended claims and 
withdrawal of the rejection under 35 U.S.C. § 101. Noting that this rejection is the sole 
remaining issue in the present application, Applicants also respectfully request allowance 
of claims 1-10, 26-29, 38, 40, 43, and 45-47. 

Conclusion 

In view of the remarks and amendments set forth above, Applicants 
respectfully request allowance of all pending claims. If the Examiner believes that a 
telephonic interview will help speed this application toward issuance, the Examiner 
is invited to contact the undersigned at the telephone number listed below. 



Street Bank & Trust Co. v. Signature Financial Group Inc., 47 U.S.P.Q.2d 1596, 1601 
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